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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible for continued 
examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of 
the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
12/10/2010 has been entered. Claims 1, 3, 4, 6-12 and 14-26 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 12/10/2010 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
The inventive entity argues, "The combination of Jaisimha and Jerding fails to disclose or suggest: a 

message including address data indicative of a transmitter and a recipient; determining a format of the at least 
one multimedia component; and supplementing the first message with header information indicating the 
format" (see Remarks page 7). 

Examiner respectfully disagrees for the following reasons: 

It should be appreciated that multimedia messaging was commonly known in the art of 
communication and particularly in a cellular communication networks at the time the invention was made. 
Having that said, a typical MM (multimedia message) would be sent from a source terminal to intended 
destination terminal. The message is addressed from a first terminal to a second receiving terminal using a 
source terminal and a destination (recipient terminal) network address, thus, the message implicitly /inherently 
"including address data indicative of a transmitter and a recipient" if the message is to be successfully 
delivered from one mobile to another over a network. For instance, see a prior newly cited prior art issued to 
Fischer et al., explicitly teachings mobile to mobile multimedia messaging (see Fischer Fig. 1 # 60 first mobile 
in communication with a second mobile terminal #65) transmitting multimedia messages from a sender to a 
recipient (Fischer column lines 4-23), determining a format of the at least one multimedia component via 
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header information indicating tire format (see Fisctier Figs. 2-3 (reproduced below), column 7 lines 5-20 & 
lines 56-67). Thus, applicant's argument is not persuasive. ^ 




3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skiU in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 

4. Claims 1, 3, 4, 6-12 and 14-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
by Jaisimha et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,487,663) hereinafter "Jaisimha" in view of Jerding et al., 
(US Patent Number 7,308,697) hereinafter referred to as "Jerding" and further in view of Fischer 
et al., (US Patent No. 7894832) hereinafter referred to as "Fischer". 



Note: If further prosecution on the merits of the instant application is pursued, applicant is strongly encouraged to 
further incorporate into the independent claims some patentably distinct functional limitation(s) or details in order to at 
least overcome the rejection as applied and advance prosecution. The specification of the instant application does seem 
to have teachings that may be incorporated in to the root claims to overcome the rejection and place the application in 
condition for allowance. The root claims, if amended, should clearly capture the entire structural setting of the invention 
as stated in the disclosure (i.e., multimedia messaging between sender and receiving mobile terminals), specific functional 
limitations of formatting and editing of the multimedia messages and the presentation model (explicitly SMIL), and the 
transmission of both the multimedia components along with SMIL script (the presentation model). 
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As per claim 1, Jaisimha disclosed a method comprising: using a transmitting device for: 
defining presentation parameters for at least one multimedia component included in first message 
(column 7 lines 18-25), the first message comprising address data indicative of a transmitter and a 
recipient of the first message (column 8 lines 48-50 and column 9 lines 56-67); determining a 
reference to a location of said the at least one multimedia component within the first message 
(column 7 lines 18-25, having therein a location reference to the enclosed components in the 
message); determining a format of the at least one multimedia component within the first message; 
and, supplementing the first message with a file comprising the presentation parameters and the 
reference, and a header information indicating the format to form a second message. 

Jaisimha disclosed the invention substantially as recited. However, does not explicitiy recite 
"supplementing the first message with a file comprising the presentation parameters and the 
reference to form a second message". However, as evidenced by the teachings of Jerding, 
supplementing one message with a file comprising presentation parameters and the reference to 
form a second message was known in the art at the time the invention was made (see at least 
Jerding, column 2 Unes 58-60, column 3 Unes 27-39, column 4 Unes 26-45 and column 7 Unes 19-45, 
Jerding disclosed receiving a first message with selected presentation parameters for presentation of 
a message and supplementing the message with a presentation file having therein presentation 
parameters included therein to generate a second message, the second message comprising the 
attached message component and corresponding presentation file integrated all together as one 
message). Thus, it is respectfully submitted that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to take the teachings of Jerding related to formation of a second message, the second 
message comprising the attached message component and corresponding presentation file integrated 
all together as one message as described above and have modified the teachings of Jaisimha with a 
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motivation to "create a message configuration which defines how the message content is presented 
to the subscribers /users" (see Jerding column 6 lines 9-10). 

The already combined teachings of Jaisimha and Jerding disclosed the invention substantially 
as recited in the claim. However, was silent about determining a format of the at least one 
multimedia component via header information indicating the format. However, in the same field of 
invention, Fischer teaches mobile to mobile multimedia messaging (see Fischer Fig. 1 (reproduced 
above) # 60 first mobile in communication with a second mobile terminal #65) transmitting 
multimedia messages from a sender to a recipient (Fischer column lines 4-23), determining a format 
of the at least one multimedia component via header information indicating the format (see Fischer 
Figs. 2-3, column 7 lines 5-20 & lines 56-67). Thus, it is respectfully submitted that it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to take the 
teachings of Fischer related to determining different formats within a message by utilizing a header 
information that indicates multiple file formats of a message and have modified the already 
combined teachings of Jaisimha and Jerding with a motivation to enhance the messaging service and 
enable multimodal messaging in a single media messaging by differentiating control and processing 
of the different formats (see Fischer column 3 lines 1-9 and column 4 lines 44-52) and selectively 
consuming a specific multimedia component of interest, saving a transmission capacity (Fischer 
column lines 14-23). 

As per claim 3, the already combined teachings of Jaisimha and Jerding disclosed the 
invention as recited, receiving the first message at a multimedia message service center of a 
multimedia message transmission system; and, supplementing the first message with the file at the 
multimedia message service center (Jaisimha Figure 3, showing a multimedia server "MMSC" 
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sending multimedia messages to a mobile station and. See Column 7, Lines 1-23 a presentation 
model of W3C's used in presenting the multimedia messages at a mobile user terminal). 

As per claim 4, the already combined teachings of Jaisimha and Jerding disclosed the 
invention as recited, further comprising forming the file using an SMIL format (Jaisimha column 7 
lines 1-23). 

As per claim 6, the already combined teachings of Jaisimha and Jerding disclosed the 
invention as recited, wherein the reference comprises a search address of the at least one multimedia 
component (Column 7, Lines 18-19, Jaisimha disclosed a "src" or a source of the components used 
to search and execute the components contained in the message and See Figure 3, showing a remote 
search locations for the components to be played or displayed on the mobile terminal). 

As per claim 7, the already combined teachings of Jaisimha and Jerding disclosed the 
invention as recited, wherein the at least one multimedia component comprises visual information, 
and the presentation parameters comprise information about displaying the at least one multimedia 
component (Jaisimha column 7 lines 18-19; see also Jerding column 6 lines 7-28 & column 7 lines 
19-43) 

As per claim 8, the already combined teachings of Jaisimha and Jerding disclosed the 
invention as recited, wherein the at least one multimedia component comprises audio information 
and the presentation parameters include data about converting the at least one multimedia 
component onto audio information (Jaisimha column 7 lines 1 -23) 

As per claim 9, the already combined teachings of Jaisimha and Jerding disclosed the 
invention as recited, wherein the presentation parameter include information about a time of effect 
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of the at least one multimedia component (This limitation is inherent future of the known 
presentation model SMIL [Synchronized Media Integration Language], according to the 
specification of SMIL 1.0 published in 1998; W3C defines SMIL as "a markup language designed to 
present multiple media files together. For instance, instead of using a video with an integrated 
soundtrack, a separate video and sound file can be used and synchronized via SMIL. This allows 
users to choose different combinations, e.g., to get a different language sound track, and permits text 
transcripts to be optionally presented; both options have accessibility benefits." SMIL allows 
integrating a set of independent multimedia objects into a synchronized multimedia; see also Jerding 
column 7 lines 19-45). 

As per claim 10, the already combined teachings of Jaisimha and Jerding disclosed the 
invention as recited, wherein the first message comprises at least two parameters include 
information about the mutual synchronization of the at least two multimedia components (This 
claim limitation is rejected for the same reason claim 9 is rejected above). 

As per claim 11, the already combined teachings of Jaisimha and Jerding disclosed the 
invention as recited, wherein the first message comprises at least two multimedia pages, and the 
presentation parameters include data about the order of presenting the at least two multimedia pages 
(Jaisimha Column 7, Lines 18-19; and Jerding column 7 lines 19-45). 

Claims 12, 14-26 recite limitations substantially the same as in claims 1-4 and 6-11 disclosed 
above. Thus, these claims are rejected with the same rationale claims 1-4 and 6-11 are rejected 
above. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to YEMANE MESFIN whose telephone number is (571)272-3927. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M- F, from 9 to 5 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
William Vaughn can be reached on 572-272-3922. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, caU 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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